Paxt III is                            THE SAAE                                   599

also a marked contrast between the methods of administering justice
in the Supreme Court at Saarlouis, where the judges were not natives
of the Territory, and in the local courts, where Social Democrats and
Communists might expect severe punishment for any breach of the
peace, while Nazis were likely to be let off easily.1

One of the most dangerous features of the situation was the weak-
ness and unreliability of the police force. Besides the municipal
police there were only about 1,000 gendarmes to maintain order among
nearly 800,000 people, and scarcely 100 of these gendarmes would
be available if an emergency arose in any one place. As in the case
of the civil servants, many of the police sympathized with the Nazis
or were actually members of the party, and it was alleged that they
were not very ready to protect those whom they regarded as political
enemies, while in the event of serious trouble they could not be relied
on at all. In the autumn of 1633, after an unsuccessful attempt to
engage neutral police for work in the criminal investigation depart-
ment, the Governing Commission appointed four German police
officers who had lost their posts in consequence of the Civil Service
Law and who had tHen come to the Saar to look for work, and not
(as was afterwards alleged) to escape legal proceedings in their own
country. Several more appointments of the kind were made during
the next few months. This aroused great indignation among the
Saar Nazis, and on the 27th February, 1934, the German Govern-
ment sent a note of protest to the Governing Commission requesting
that it should not only dismiss all political refugees from its service,
but should also expel them from the Territory, since it was not able
to restrain their anti-German activities. Replying to this communica-
tion on the 28th March, the Commission described the measures which
it had already taken for the control of refugees, and asserted that
it could not forbid them to stay in the Territory without infringing
the resolution on assistance to refugees which had been adopted by
the League Assembly on the llth October, 1933. The Commission
took the opportunity to make an energetic protest against various
forms of German interference in the affairs of the Saar, such as the
broadcasting of speeches attacking the existing administration, the
illegal arrest and detention of Saar inhabitants and the seizure of
the property held by Saar trade unions in Germany.2

About this time, however, some attempt to relieve the existing

1  The Governing Commission's report for January-March 1934 contained
a special report on this subject by the French member, Monsieur Morize,
proposing that neutral judges should be appointed to deal with all political
cases. (See League of Nations Offidal Journal, May 1934, pp. 450-5).

2  Text of this correspondence in op. cit., pp. 459-61.